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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed 5/31/06 to the 
application filed on 12/15/03, priority 12/20/02. 

2. Claims 1-12 are canceled. 

3. Claims 13-40 are added. 

4. Claims 13-40 are pending in the case. Claims 13 and 27 are independent 
claims. 

Priority 

5. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The IDSs AL and AR are not considered since there are no translations for these 
documents. The AT document "Advanced Function Presentation — Programming Guide 
and Line Data Reference" is not considered since it is the same as the AS document, 
which is considered. The "Mixed Object Document Content Architecture Reference" 
should be AT instead of AU. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

8. Claims 13-14, 17, 21, 27-28, 31, 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ooishi et al. (US 5,699,524, 12/16/97). 

Regarding independent claim 13, Ooishi discloses: 

providing font conversion information, and creating in a first computer said 
resource-based document data stream comprising document data associated 
with an output font, and adding to said document data stream said font 
conversion information (figures 1 and 3, col 4, lines 40-51, col 3, lines 19-38) 

- transferring from a first computer to a second computer said document data 
stream with said font conversion information (figures 1 and 3, col 2, lines 40-55) 

- in said second computer preparing the document data stream, converting the 
output font into the target font (col 2, lines 4-40, col 4, lines 41-51 , col 6, line 65 
to col 7, line 2) 

Regarding claim 14, which is dependent on claim 13, Ooishi discloses the document 
data stream is for output on an output device (col 7, lines 3-15: data in the data stream 
is for output on a display device; col 4, lines 6-10). 

Regarding claim 17, which is dependent on claim 14, Ooishi discloses that said font 
conversion information comprises font conversion table provided as a resource (col 2, 
lines 35-55, col 5, lines 39-50, col 6, line 65 to col 7, line 23). 



Application/Control Number: 10/736,127 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2178 

Regarding claim 21, which is dependent on claim 13, Ooishi discloses that said font 
conversion information comprises font conversion table stored in a resource file (col 2, 
lines 35-55, col 5, lines 39-50, col 6, line 65 to col 7, line 23). 

Claims 27-28, 31 , 35 are for a system for performing method claims 13-14, 17, 21 , and 
are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 15-16, 18-19, 29-30, 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ooishi et al. (US 5,699,524, filed 3/17/95). 

Regarding claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, Ooishi does not disclose explicitly 
that the output device comprises a print device. Instead, Ooishi discloses that data is 
transmitted to the work station at the reception side (col 7, lines 3-15). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Ooishi to include a print device into the output device of 
Ooishi since it is well known that any work station, which is a computer system, includes 
a printer for conveniently outputting data in paper form if there is such a request. 
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Regarding claim 16, which is dependent on claim 14, Ooishi does not disclose explicitly 
that the output device comprises an archiving device. Instead, Ooishi discloses that 
data is transmitted to the work station at the reception side (col 7, lines 3-15). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have modified Ooishi to include an archive device into the output device of 
Ooishi since it is well known that any work station, which is a computer system, includes 
a memory with archive function for storing data no longer in active use. 

Regarding claim 18, which is dependent on claim 14, Ooishi does not disclose explicitly 
that said conversion information comprises a reference to a font conversion table 
provided as a resource. However, Ooishi discloses the font conversion table provided 
as resource (col 2, lines 35-55, col 5, lines 39-50, col 6, line 65 to col 7, line 23: the 
conversion table which is used to convert character patterns in the two systems, and 
thus is considered the font conversion table). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have modified Ooishi to include a reference to a font conversion 
table since it was well known that such a table should have a name to call during the 
conversion process. Including a name or a reference to a conversion table would make 
it easy to refer to said table when needed. 
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Regarding claim 19, which is dependent on claim 13, Ooishi discloses that said font 
conversion information comprises font conversion table provided as a resource (col 2, 
lines 35-55, col 5, lines 39-50, col 6, line 65 to col 7, line 23). 
Ooishi does not disclose explicitly that said conversion information comprises a 
reference to a font conversion table provided as a resource. However, Ooishi discloses 
the font conversion table provided as resource (col 2, lines 35-55, col 5, lines 39-50, col 
6, line 65 to col 7, line 23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to have modified Ooishi to include a reference to a font conversion 
table since it was well known that such a table should have a name to call during the 
conversion process. Including a name or a reference to a conversion table would make 
it easy to refer to said table when needed. 

Claims 29-30, 32-33 are for a system for performing method claims 15-16, 32-33, and 
are rejected under the same rationale. 

1 1 . Claims 20, 22-23, 34, 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ooishi as applied in claim 13 above, and further in view of 
Hirtenreiter et al. (US Pat App Pub No. 2004/0036694, 2/26/04, filed 4/9/01). 

Regarding claims 20 and 22, which are dependent on claims 13 and 21 respectively, 
Ooishi discloses does not disclose that the document data stream comprises an 
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Advanced Function Presentation data stream, and whereby the resource file comprises 
an object container. 

Hirtenreiter discloses the document data stream comprises an Advanced Function 
Presentation data stream, and whereby the resource file comprises an object container 
([0008], [0009]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Hirtenreiter into Ooishi since the Advanced Function 
Presentation data stream and the object container would provide the advantage to 
effectively render the document data stream for output on an output device. 

Regarding claim 23 , which is dependent on claim 22, Ooishi does not disclose that a 
selection of the object container occurs via a job corollary file. 
Hirtenreiter discloses selection of the object container occurs via a job corollary file 
([0009], [0031]-[0032]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Hirtenreiter into Ooishi since said selection of the object 
container in Hirtenreiter would provide the advantage to effectively render the document 
data stream for output via printing. 

Claims 34, 36-37 are for a system for performing method claims 20, 22-23, and are 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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12. Claims 24-26, 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ooishi as applied in claim 13 above, and further in view of Manning (US Pat No. 
6,043,826, 3/28,00, 9/2/97). 

Regarding claim 24, which is dependent on claim 13, Ooishi discloses the document 
data and the font file at the second system (figure 3). 

Ooishi does not disclose rastered document data are generated character-by-character 
and pixel-by-pixel in a rastering process using the target font and the document data. 
Manning discloses rastered document data are generated character-by-character and 
pixel-by-pixel in a rastering process using the target font and the document data (col 5, 
lines 14-46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Manning into Ooishi for obtaining rastered document data 
based on the target font, which is the font file at the receiving side, and the data 
transmitted to the target system. 

Regarding claim 25, which is dependent on claim 24, Ooishi does not disclose that the 
raster matrices are used in the rastering process in which dot patterns of associated 
characters are stored. 

Manning discloses that the raster matrices are used in the rastering process in which 
dot patterns of associated characters are stored (col 5, lines 14-46). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Manning into Ooishi for obtaining dot patterns of the 
characters of data during rastering process. 

Regarding claim 26, which is dependent on claim 1 , Ooishi does not disclose that the 
document data are generated pixel-by-pixel in a vector-allocation process using the 
target font and the document data. 

Manning discloses that the document data are generated pixel-by-pixel in a vector- 
allocation process using the target font and the document data (col 5, lines 14-46). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to have combined Manning into Ooishi for obtaining data generated pixel-by- 
pixel using the target font in the data file at the receiving side and the data file 
transmitted to the receiving side. 

Claims 38-40 are for a system for performing method claims 24-26, and are rejected 
under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Choi et al. (US 6,232,987, filed 5/31/97). 
Opstad et al. (US 7,064,757, filed 5/7/99). 
Okamura (US 6,701 ,524, filed 5/30/97). 
Yamanaka et al. (US 5,983,247, filed 5/29/97). 
Lee (US 2003/0226118, filed 5/28/02). 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cong-Lac Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4125. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:30-6:00). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Cong-Lac Huynh 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
8/10/06 



